RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House 
dated 10 April 1843 \—for, 

COPIES or EXTRACTS of any' Correspondence betwl^n-'tlfe^CHiEF 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland and the Commissioners of 
Public Works, relative to the Workhouses at Londonderry , Stra.la.ne, and 
Castlederg : — Also, Copies of any Reports made by Jacob Owen, Esq., 
Architect to the Board of Public Works, on the State of these Buildings, and 
on the Cost of their Erection. 
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SCHEDULE. 



20 April 1842. — Letter from the Right honourable Lord Eliot to the Commissioners 
of Public Works ------ - p, 1 

14 June 1842. — Letter from Secretary to the Commissioners of Public Works to 
Lord Eliot - - - - - - - - p. 1 

7 June 1842 — Report of Jacob Owen, Esq., on the State of the Londonderry Work- 

house -------- - p. 2 

9 June 1842. — Report of- - ditto - - - ditto - - - - ditto p. 3 

8 June 1842. — Report of Jacob Owen, Esq., on the State of the Strabane Work- 

house ------- - - p. 6 

8 June 1842. — Report of Jacob Owen, Esq., on the State of the Castlederg Work- 
house -------- - p. 6 



CORRESPONDENCE, &c. 



Gentlemen, Irish Office, London, 20 April 1842 - 

The Guardians of the Londonderry, Strabane and Castlederg Unions have stated in 
petitions to Parliament, that the Workhouses in those Unions are ill and insufficiently built, 
and that the cost of their erection has been unduly great. 

I have, therefore, to request that you will direct your Architect to inspect the Workhouses 
in question, and to report to you whether they are, in his opinion, substantial and well- 
constructed buildings ; that when you have received such report, you will examine all the 
accounts and documents relating to the erection, of these buildings ; and that when you 
have fully informed yourselves on the subject, you will communicate to me the result of your 
inquiries. 

Mr. Nicholls will write by this day’s post to the Assistant Commissioner in Dublin, to 
desire that all the papers which are in the Poor Law Office may be laid before you, and 
that the Architect to the Commissioners may afford you all the information in his power. 

Mr. Nicholls will also direct that gentleman to meet your Architect at the Workhouses, 
for the purpose of answering such questions as he may wish to put to him. 

To the 1 am > 

Commissioners of Public Works, &c., &c. &c., (signed) Eliot. 

Dublin. 



My Lord, Office of Public Works, 14 June 1842 . 

I am directed to inform your Lordship, that, in compliance with the instructions contained 
in your letter of 20th April, the Board has caused a minute examination to be made by their 
Architect of the Londonderry, Strabane and Castlederg Workhouses, with reference to 
complaints regarding their construction and cost ; and, having attentively considered the 
reports made to them, submit the following as the opinions of Mr. Owen, ‘which the Com- 
missioners see every reason to believe to be correct :-r- 

The Londonderry Workhouse. 

At a meeting of Guardians which Mr. Owen attended, he states, that they did not seem 
to be aware of any specific complaints having been made that called fol 1 investigation. 

244. A The 
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The only complaints against the construction did not comprehend errors or faulty work, 
but omissions of what is considered desirable, and can be remedied easily by the Commis- 
sioners and Guardians. . . 

The chief matter of animadversion is on the cost of various items, which the Guardians 
have been led to believe were too high, on the report of a local surveyor or valuator. 

Mr. Owen considers that in nearly every case the deductions made by this gentleman 
are not well founded, and he has given his reasons in detail, a copy of which is enclosed. 

On the whole, therefore, he considers there is no reasonable cause of complaint of this 
formal nature, either as regards the construction or cost of this building. 

Strabane Workhouse. 

Mr. Owen reports that he has rarely inspected a building that in every branch of the work 
is completed in a more substantial and workmanlike manner. 

The only defect that was pointed out, or that he could discover, was in the practical 
failure and. breaking up of some earth floors ; a matter of very trifling importance, and which 
can be repaired at little expense. 

The principal ground of complaint was against certain prices for furniture and fitments, 
on plausible, but, in Mr. Owen’s opinion, not justifiable, reason. 

Certain articles have been offered by workmen at inferior prices to what has been allowed 
to the Contractor; thus, bedsteads have been offered at S s., for which 12 s. have been 
allowed ; but 12 s. has been the value put upon them by the very local Surveyor called in 
by the Guardians of the Londonderry Asylum to investigate the prices strictly; and 12 s. 
is deemed by Mr. Owen to be reasonable, and 8s. decidedly under their value. 

It is, in fact, not uncommon to be able to obtain partial offers for individual articles at a 
less price than is frequently allowed on reasonable calculations to a general contractor; 
such fact alone is by no means sufficient on which to establish a charge of extravagant 
outlay, unless accompanied by proof, from analysing the work in detail, that the price was 
higher than reasonable for a respectable tradesman. 

It is, indeed, well understood by persons conversant with works, that there is a very great 
risk incurred in accepting tenders for contracts at prices below their real value ; nor can 
persons in charge, with safety or economy, trust to offers made at low prices by numerous 
tradesmen in inferior station, and without capital ; a public body must employ one or two 
general contractors in preference to purchasing piecemeal. 

Castlederg Workhouse. 

Mr. Owen reports, that this building was undertaken at a price below its value, being 
20 per cent, under the lowest o£ several-t.euder»-^eeeired,-aQd of the architect’s estimate, by 
a person little qualified for such an undertaking ; and great difficulty has been experienced 
in getting the work done so well as it is. The work is generally inferior to that of the houses 
at either' Londonderry or Strabane; but it is, notwithstanding, such as the Architect, in 
Mr. Owen’s opinion, would not he justified in rejecting. 

The chief defect complained of is great dampness ; but this does not arise from faulty 
masonry, as the wall at some of the worst parts was opened, and the masonry found to be 
sound and compact ; but is caused by the want of brick lining, which should have been 
applied to all the living rooms and dormitories, especially on the weather fronts. 

The Poor Law Guardians obtained the opinion of a professional gentleman on this build- 
ing ; but the laTge portion of the objections made by him refer to matters of a very unim- 
portant character, and several others would probably not have appeared, had that gen- 
tleman obtained explanations that could have been given by the Architect to the Com- 
missioners. 

Many of the subjects of complaint have been since remedied. 

To the Right honourable Lord Eliot, I have, &c. &c. 

Chief Secretary for Ireland, (signed) Henry R. Paine, Seer. 

Irish Office, London. ° 



LONDONDERRY WORKHOUSE. 

On my arrival at the Workhouse at Londonderry, I found the Board of Guardians sitting, 
to whom I was introduced, and hriefly explained the object of my visit. They seemed not 
to be aware of any specific complaints having been made, that called for such an inspection. 
It appeared, however, on a reference to the minutes, that some matters had been com- 
plained of, having reference chiefly to the cost of the extra works and fixtures. The 
Guardians having formed an opinion that the prices allowed by the Architect to the Con- 
tractor were high, employed a local Surveyor to inspect and estimate tlieir value ; and this 
person has reported to the Guardians that the sum adjusted and paid by the Poor Law 
Commissioners was considerably above the value of the work performed ; but in making 
his inspection he was unattended by any one on the part of either the Commissioners or the 
Builders, to afford the explanations necessary to enable him, with accuracy, to arrive at a 
true result. 

The 
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LONDONDERRY, STRABANE, AND CASTLEDERG. 

The points complained of as being defective were the following ; viz. 

1. The walls of the board-room were damp. 

2 . The external wall of the male infirm ward being so damp as to render it unfit for 
occupation. 

3. Some trifling leakages at the chimnies and dormers. 

4. The privies, some of them offensive, and especially that in the women’s yard. 

5. The other and chief matters of complaint were the prices paid for the extra works 
and furniture. 

To proceed in the order in which the complaints are stated above, I would observe, 
that the walls of this building not being lined with bricks, it is no matter of surprise 
that those on the weather sides especially should be a little damp ; but they are in better 
condition thau I should have expected from their exposed situation; and as the mortar 
sets and the walla get dry, they will better resist the wet; but as the infirm ward is 
required for immediate occupation, I would recommend that the external wall be lined with 
$-inch deal for 5 feet in height, to prevent the beds coming in contact with the wall, and 
suffering from the damp. 

The absence of lead flashings round the dormer windows and chimnies, is the cause of 
the leakages complained of ; slate fillets and cement being used instead of lead, which is a 
plan very usually adopted in plain buildings to reduce the cost; the same motives of 
economy have induced the Commissioners to dispense with brick linings, but the con- 
struction is not suited to this humid climate. 

The privies represented to be offensive are executed according to the contract ; the 
nuisance complained of can be easily remedied, the manner of which I pointed out on the 
spot. 

The only subject of complaint to which the Guardians appeared to attach importance, 
is that regarding the prices paid for the extra works and furniture, and those I have 
examined with considerable care, and submit, in the annexed paper, such observations on 
the leading items in Mr. Hagerty’s estimate, as appeared necessary to explain the real 
state of the case, from which I believe it will appear, that the prices paid by the Com- 
missioners for the works in question, with only a few trifling exceptions, are only such 
as will afford to the Contractor a reasonable remuneration. 

It will, probably, not be considered irrelevant here to observe, that the Architect to the 
Poor Law Commissioners has a very difficult task to perform ; he is very generally com- 
plained of by the Builders for cutting down their claims, so as not to leave a remunerating 
profit, and in several instances by the Guardians for allowing exorbitant prices. 

It may not be improper also to mention, that very few contracts undertaken by compe- 
tition are obtained on terms that will afford a reasonable profit ; hence it is customary, in the 
absence of agreed, prices, in valuing works performed extra the contract, to affix rates for 
payment that will afford a fair profit. In the present case, the prices allowed, l am decidedly 
of opinion, are only such as the contractors were reasonably entitled to be paid ; and I will 
add, that were it thought right to set aside this adjusted account, and refer the whole matter 
to the arbitration of competent persons, I have no doubt but a larger balance would be 
found against the Commissioners. It should also be borne in mind, that the payment for 
these extra works is generally so long delayed, from circumstances, I understand, not under 
the control of the Poor Law Commissioners, and the amount being large, has in many 
instances been attended with very serious inconvenience to the Contractors. 

The Guardians also called my attention to sundry alterations and additions that appeared 
to them necessary for the comforts of the inmates, and for their efficient employment, and I 
entirely concur in the opinion entertained by those gentlemen, that important advantages 
would be afforded by the proposed additions, and at an inconsiderable cost. They consist 
. of the following ; viz. — 

l. A more certain and abundant supply of water. 

, 2. The idiots’ ward and nursery to be enlarged. 

3. Workshop made for weavers in the male yard. 

4. An ironing room, which will be obtained by only adding a floor to an existing 
room, dividing it' into two stories. 

5. The heating apparatus in laundry improved. 

6. The kitchen enlarged. • - 

7. Eaves-spouts added to the roof. 

I consider it right, in conclusion, to state, that the building is very creditably executed, 
and the materials and workmanship good ; facts which were fully admitted by the gentlemen 
who accompanied me in this inspection. 

7 June 1842. (signed) J. Owen. 



Londonderry Workhouse. 

The following observations on the subject of the prices allowed to the Contractors by the 
Architect to the Poor Law Commissioners for extra works, fittings and furniture for the 
; 2 44. A 2 Londonderry 
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Londonderry Workhouse, hare reference to the valuation made thereon by Mr. Hagerty, 
at the instance of the Guardians ; viz. . . , 

Items No. 1 and 2. The first and most important deduction is for the gangways in 
the several dormitories, amounting to- - - " " * 17 8 4& 

And . 

£.93 17 2i 



And thislarge deduction is attempted to be further supported by two letters addressed to 
Die Guardians, dated the 3d and 10th May ; but Mr. Hagerty has certamly failed in show- 
insr that 61. 15 s. per square, the price allowed by Mr. Wlkmson, is an excessive one. 

I jiave carefully calculated the value, and my opinion is that it is only a fair price. Mr. 
Hacerty lias assumed that these floors are tongued with hoop iron ; whereas they are tongned 
with oak 1 ? by 3: the planks grooved to receive them, put m with white lead, and the 

heading jomtstongaed.The joists for all the floors were laid before the plan of forming 

these gangways was decided on, and all of them had to be taken up, part of them refixed 
in a different position, and upwards of 300 feet cube thrown on the Contractor s hands, to 
be used at a disadvantage in other parts of the building. These omissions will, I apprehend, 
mom tan account for the difference between 41. 3 id., the price m i Mr. Hagerty s estt- 
mate and (il. 15s., the price paid by the Commissioners. I would further observe, that 
S ail these deals had to be c£t to a given length, the loss is much greater than under 
ordinary circumstances; and it would appear from the Clerk of Works returns, that part 
of thelnmgways are laid with 11 -inch deals, which are at a higher price. The measure- 
ments made by^he Assistant Architect for the purpose of ascertaining the true value appear 
to be done with great care and accuracy. . t 

Item 4. In this item the Commissioners deduct 16Z. 11 s. 3 rf.; but, through a clerical 
error in the return, it was stated to be only 8 1. 1 r. 3 d. ; and this deduction is in the quan- 
tities Mr. Hagerty, however, deducts 10/. 18r. from the price; but the reduction is 
merely assertion! Supported by any detail to show it is proper, which ought to have been 

S1 'l, ffl 5. is a deduction of 581. 19 ». 9 d. alleged to have been made "until explanation is 
obtained.” The question is not whether lead appears in any part of the building where it is 
not necessary, but whether it forms part of the contract ? a reference to which would have 
afforded the information necessary to show that the claim is a proper one. This, therefore, 
is a deduction improperly made; the pace allowed for the lead is certamly higher than s 
usual : but it is alleged that there were several works done by the Contractor for which lie 
made no claim ; and therefore no deduction instance, from the price 

^ For building two sheds in the yard, 1 k very long detail is given to show that - 
a deduction of 22 /. 11s. 3 d. ought to be made beyond what it has been reduced by the 

A 7n I Mr t Haeerty’s letter of the 10 th May, he admits that these sheds were filled when 
he examined and measured them; and that he omitted 50 feet of flagging on the wall ; 
besides these, there appear to be other inaccuracies in the dimensions of the several 
scantlings of timber. Mr. Hagerty’s detailed estimates include principal rafters; the fact 
i= that there are none in the building. I have examined the detailed valuation of the 
building made by the Assistant Architect, which appears to he unobjectionable. 

Item 7. The straw sheds. , • a « .v * •• • _ 

£ 4. 11 s. 6 d. is a deduction from this item, chiefly on account of the timber having 
been used for scaffolding in the progress of the building ; but as it is sound, substantial and 
fit for the purpose, the deduction seems unreasonable. 

Item 11 . A deduction of 1 Z. 11s. 2 i. . ' 

The Assistant Architect appears to have given a satisfactory explanation in support of 
this item as it originally stood. . 

Item 13. £. 4.10s. IOcZ. deducted for two doors, alleged to be deficient, hut which appears to 
be satisfactorily explained by the Assistant Architect. 

Item 14. For building two chimnies in school-rooms, deduct 8 1. 2s. 

This claim seems fairly supported by the explanations of the Assistant Architect. 

Item 15. Alterations to bath-room 1 /. 10s.; deducted — Mr. Hagerty alleging that he 
cannot ascertain that alterations were made. As this service was certified to have been 
done no doubt, after proper inquiry, it seems very unreasonable, under such circumstances, 
to have represented the Contractor as not entitled to payment for the alteration. 

Item 16 For extra timber in parts of sheds a deduction of 2Z. 13 s. 6cZ. is made, because 
Mr Hagerty having no one with him to afford the necessary explanation, he could not 
ascertain whether the charge was correct or not, and therefore makes a deduction of 
■2 1.13s. 6d.; but from the observations of the Assistant Architect, there appears to be no 
doubt of the correctness of the claim. 

Item 17 . Metal pipes and gutters ; amount of deductions, 3 Z. 15 s. 10 d. ..... 

The prices allowed bv the Architect are, for eaves-gutters, Is. id. per foot lineal, including 
bracketing, painting and fixing complete, and Is. 10 d. per foot for the 4^-inch stack pipes, 
including fixing and holdfasts, which I consider reasonable. FlXTUJtES 
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FIXTURES AND FURNITURE. 



. . By Mr. Hagerty. 

Ft. in. 

10 9 lineal of rail, x 2, @ 4 $d. 

20 0 „ of „ 3* X 1 - 

No. 2 cast-iron feet, 6 It. each, and screws 
Two screws for bedstead - 

12 - 



Of the two first items, both the quantity and the 
amounts carried out are erroneous, as will appear by 
the parallel estimate. 



For the aboYe bedsteads the rails are estimated as 
under; viz. — 

£. s. <L 

284 feet of head-rail, 4J X 2£, wrought and 
fitted in crutches, @4 %d. - - -9-9 

No.' 113 cast-metal crutches and fixing, 

@ 3<r. 16 19 - 

71 stone blocks for the 88 ground-floor 
bedsteads, 3s. 6d. - - - - 12 8 6 

303 feet lineal of 1-inch deal in foot-board 
to 88 bedsteads, 9 inches wide, o. s. and 
chamfered, @41 d. - - - - 5 13 7 

No. 64 wood blocks to secure foot-boards, 

12 inches long, 3x3, and wood screws 

for fixing, 41 d. - - - - -1—3 



£.44 16 11 

Mr. Hagerty’s Estimate - £. 31 14 3 



As measured by me, and priced at the Rates fixed 



by Mr. Hagerty. 

Ft. in. a. d. 

14 8 lineal 3J X 2 side-rail, @ 4d. - - 4 10 

4 8 „ 21 X 11 head-rail, „ 21 d. - — 11 

18 6 „ 3 X 1 „ „ 21 d. - - 3 5 

No. 2 cast-iron legs and screws, 61b. - - 3 3 

Two flush screws - - - - - --4 



12 101 

By the above estimate, it will appear that, had 
the quantities been correct in Mr. Hagerty’s esti- 
mate, at Ills own prices, each bedstead would come 
to 101 d. more than his estimate, making a difference, 
upon the 140, of 61. 2a. 6d. 



This detail is given to show that the price allowed 
by the Commissioners’ Architect is reasonable. 



a. d. 

- 4 11 
-36 

- 3 3 

- - 4 



No. 20. A deduction of 10 7. 18 s. is made for this item ; but as no detail is given, I am 
unable to ascertain upon what principle the deduction is made. I have examined a detailed 
estimate made by the Assistant Architect, which appears to me to justify the price charged. 

These boilers are set in fire-bricks, but none are included in Mr. Hagerty’s estimate. 

The wood curbs are also omitted in Mr. Hagerty’s estimate. 

Item 21. A deduction of 9 7. 11 s. 4 d. The above observation applies to this also, to 
which may be added, that in item 20, 15 7. 15s. is inserted for setting two boilers of 3oo 
gallons each, while in this item only 12 7. is the estimated value of two of 400 gallons each. 



Item 26. Thirty deal tables and sixty forms: a deduction of 8 7. 10s. I have measured 
one of these tables, and I consider 28s., the price allowed, to be the fair value of them. The 
detail given in Mr. Hagerty’s letter of the 10th of May is a little incorrect in the quantity, 
and the prices are certainly under the value. The forms, I am decidedly of opinion, are 
undervalued at 13 s., the price allowed hy the Architect. 

Item 29. For two baths, a deduction of 2 7. 2 s. 

I have examined the original calculation of the Assistant Architect, by which it 
appears there is a clerical error in this, which will justify the deduction recommended by 
Mri Hagerty. 

Item 30. Shelves in store-room, a deduction of 2 7. 12. 9c7. 

Mr. Hagerty has omitted 28 feet 4 inches of 2j Xl| in the brackets, and 10 holdfasts to 
support the shelves ; but the price allowed appears to be 27. 3 s. too much in this item. 

Besides the shelves and brackets, this item of 47. 18*. includes — 



63 o 
42 3 
28 4 



sup* inch deal shelves b.s. - 
lineal of bracket 3xlJ wrought and framed 
„ of 2 x 1^ in short lengths . ■ - 

10 holdfasts and fixing 



at 6 




- 1 11 6 

- - 14 1 

- - 7 1 

- - 2 6 



£.2 15 2 



Item 31. Shelves, charged at 8 7. 10 s.; deduction, l7. 17 s. 

This item, including the dresser, which is omitted in Mr. Hagerty’s valuation, I have 
examined in detail, and the price fixed is a very moderate one. 



Item 32. Partition in dining-hall, charged at 35 7. 10s., which Mr. Hagerty values at 
only 25 7. 8 s. 1 1 d. ; but there are some omissions in his estimate. I have examined the 
office detail, which appears accurately made out and fairly valued ; but through inadvertence 
it includes the painting, which is charged at 2 7. in a separate item. 

9 June 1842. (signed) J. Owen. 



-44* 
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STRABANE WORKHOUSE. 

I was accompanied on my inspection of the Strabane W orkhouse by Major Humphreys, 
the vice-chairman of the Guardians ; and I feel it proper to state, that I have rarely 
inspected a building that in every branch of the work is completed in a more substantial 
and workmanlike manner. 

The only defect that I could discover, or that was pointed out to me, was in . the earth 
floors, several of which have partially failed and are broken up. This is, however, a very 
unimportant part of the building, and its repair attended with only a trifling expense. 

The chief complaints are in reference to the cost of the fittings and furniture of the 
house. 

The claim for extra work is now under the consideration of the Poor Law Commissioners; 
but it would appear that some of the articles of furniture required for the house have 
been procured by the Guardians at a very low rate, from which a conclusion is drawn that 
the prices proposed to be allowed by the Commissioners are excessive ; but it appears to 
me by no means to follow as a necessary consequence, that because persons are to be found 
to undertake work at a given price, that therefore any thing beyond that is excessive ; and 
to illustrate the point more fully, the price allowed the Contractor for the bedsteads is 
125 . each. This is the exact amount at which they were valued by Mr. Hagerty, the 
Surveyor called in by the Guardians of Londonderry, a person under no temptation to 
undervalue the article. But these bedsteads were undertaken to be furnished for 8 s. each, 
which is below the prime cost value. It is, therefore, manifest that it would be an unjust 
conclusion that the prices allowed are above the value when persons are to be found that 
will undertake the supplies on such ruinous terms ; and this observation will apply to the 
other articles furnished ; but, having entered so fully into the several details in the London- 
derry House, I apprehend further observations on this point are unnecessary. 

(signed) J. Owen . 

H. R. Paine, Esq. 8 June 1842. 



CASTLED ERG WORKHOUSE. 

In my inspection of this building, I was accompanied by Mr. Anderson, a gentleman 
who appears to take a great interest in the building. This house is placed on a very 
elevated piece of ground ; the principal building is three stories high; and is consequently 
much exposed. 1 find, from the papers, that it has been undertaken at a price below its 
value, being 20 per cent, under the lowest of several tenders received and of the Architect’s 
estimate, by a person little qualified for such an undertaking; and great difficulty has 
been experienced in getting the work done so well as it is. It must be admitted that the 
work generally is inferior to that of the houses at either Londonderry and Strabane ; but 
it is notwithstanding such as the Architect, in my opinion, would not be justified in rejecting 
or refusing to admit, although not of the first quality. Circumstances of this kind will 
necessarily occur in works undertaken by persons of little experience and executed by 
country workmen ; but it is but fair to state that the masonry is not inferior to any I could 
find in the town, and there are several houses recently built. The chief defect complained 
of is the damp, and this is certainly to such an extent as to render some of the apartments 
unfit for occupation ; but it does not arise from any defects in the masonry. To ascertain 
this, I opened part of the wall where the damp was most apparent, and I found it sound ; 
the cavities between the stones were well filled with mortar, and the work substantial. 
The cause has been in this and other houses in omitting to line the walls with brick- 
work. This, I am of opinion, ought to have been done in all the living rooms and 
dormitories, especially on the weather fronts. 

Mr. Anderson accompanied me to examine a house in the town recently built, to see 
how far that was affected by damp, and we found it equally as bad as the workhouse. In 
the private houses I observed that the sides exposed to the weather, as well as the chimney 
shafts, are invariably protected by weather slating, to prevent the wet penetrating through 
the vaults. 

The slating of the Poor-house, notwithstanding its exposed situation, appears to be well 
executed, as during the tempestuous weather of the last winter no part of it was injured, 
nor were the eaves-spouts deranged. 

There were some trifling leakages through the roof at the chimnies, which are not pro- 
tected by step flashing, a measure of economy that is not suited to this humid climate. 

The remedy proposed to prevent the damp is to dash the outside. I have great doubts 
of this answering the purpose, as the rough surface of the dashing retains the water, 
whereas the great object is to throw it off as quickly as possible. - I would, therefore, 
recommend that the weather fronts be stuccoed with Roman cement and clean sharp sand. 
This will, I have no doubt, answer the purpose of preventing the wet from penetrating the 
walls, Tender the apartments habitable, ana the cost will not be more to do it now than 
if -performed in the first instance ; so that no unnecessary expense is incurred by its not 
forming part of the original contract. 

. ■ . The 
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The Poor Law Guardians employed a professional gentleman to examine the building, 
whose report I was furnished with ; but the report itself furnishes satisfactory evidence that 
there is nothing very serious to complain of, as the larger portion of the items are of a 
very unimportant character, and had Mr. Keane been accompanied by the Architect to the 
Commissioners, to have afforded the necessary explanations, I have no doubt but several 
of the items in his report would not have appeared. 

The windows complained of have been secured so as not to be liable again to be blown 
out, and the defects remedied to prevent the admission of wet. These windows, like other 
portions of the buiding, are not so neatly and well executed as those in other houses, and, 
from their construction, do not keep out either wind or wet like sliding sashes. 

The mortar or earth flaws originally complained of as being defective, have been renewed, 
and some other matters very properly considered as not executed in a workmanlike manner 
have also been remedied ; so that 1 see no reason to doubt but in a short time, when the 
outside plastering is done, fires lighted in the rooms, and the house occupied, it will be 
found satisfactorily to answer the purpose for which it was erected. 

8 June 1842. (signed) J. Owen. 



(True copies.) 

Dublin Castle,) C. Luca*. 

21 April 1843./ 
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